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RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF NON-COIVIPLIANT APPEAL BRIEF 

The Notification of Non-Compliant Appeal Brief (mailed on 5/1 1/2009) indicated that the 
Appeal Brief filed on 1/2/2009 was defective because the brief failed to provide a concise 
statement of each ground of rejection presented for review. Particularly, the notification 
indicated that the brief failed to list the grounds of rejection to be reviewed for claims 15, 23, and 
24, which are included in the set of appealed claims. Further, the notification stated that it was 
not necessary to resubmit the entire brief; rather it indicated that resubmission of the defective 
section would be sufficient. Thus, the below paragraph corrects the noted defect, and replaces 
Section VI in the filed appeal brief: 
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VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

Claims 1-4, 6-8, 11-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Pub. 2004/0263477 A1 (hereinafter "Davenport"), in view of U.S. Pub. 2004/0257341 A1 
(hereinafter "Bear"). Please note that Item 6 in the Final Office Action of 7/22/2008 fails to 
include claims 1 5, 23, and 24 in its listing of rejected claims, but the detailed arguments set forth 
Davenport/Bear obviousness rejections against them. 

Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davenport and Bear, in further view of U.S. Pub. 2003/0071842 A1 (hereinafter "King"). 

Claim 23 is further rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. 

Claim 23 is further rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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